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OPINION 1421 

Erigone Audouin, [1826] (Arachnidae, Araneae): Erigone longipalpis 
Sundevall, 1830, designated as type species 


Ruling 

(1) Under the plenary powers all previous designations of type species for the 
nominal genus Erigone Audouin, [1826] are hereby set aside and Erigone longipalpis 
Sundevall, 1830 is designated as type species; 

(2) The name Erigone Audouin, [1826] (gender: feminine) type species, by desig¬ 
nation in (1) above, Erigone longipalpis Sundevall, 1830, is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology; 

(3) The name longipalpis Sundevall, 1830, as published in the binomen Erigone 
longipalpis, (specific name of the type species of Erigone Audouin, [1826]), is hereby 
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology. 

History of case 2480 

An application for the designation of Erigone longipalpis Sundevall, 1830 as type 
species of Erigone Audouin, [1826], was received from Mr A. F. Millidge {Lyme Regis, 
Dorset, U,K.) on 19 June 1984. After correspondence a revised case was published in 
BZN 42:91-92 (April 1985). Notice of the possible use of the plenary powers was given 
in the same part of the Bulletin as well as to twelve general and three specialist serials. A 
supportive comment was received from Professor Dr O. Kraus. 

Decision of the Commission 

On 1 September 1986 the members of the Commission were invited to vote for or 
against the proposals set out in BZN 42: 92. At the close of the voting period on 1 
December 1986 the state of the voting was as follows: 

Affirmative votes—18: Alvarado, Bayer, Cocks, Corliss, Hahn, Halvorsen, 
Kabata, Kraus, Lehtinen, Melville, Mroczkowski, Ride, Savage, Schuster, Thompson, 
Trjapitzin, Ueno, Willink 

Negative votes — none. 

Holthuis was on leave of absence. No votes were returned by Bemardi, Cogger, 
Dupuis, Gruchy, Heppell and Starobogatov, 

Dr Lehtinen commented: T strongly support the change of the type species of 
Erigone, but the timing of the proposal is unsatisfactory. My support for the application 
is given now only to avoid repeated handling of the case. 

The application refers to an as yet undescribed and unnamed genus distinct from 
Erigone, including a few species, among them E, vagans Audouin, [1826]. This species is 
quite well known and it has been included in Erigone in all taxonomic works prior to 
this application. The sudden leaving of the previous type species of Erigone outside any 
named genus cannot be recommended. 

‘The change of the type species of a genus is normally a good solution for nomencla- 
tural problems when the valid type species is dubious, poorly known or traditionally 
regarded as representative of another genus. It can also be done simultaneously with 
the description of a new genus, in which the previous type species is placed. 
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‘1 agree with the taxonomic views given by Millidge, but the description of the new 
taxon of the generic group (with an idea of its rank) should have preceded this appli¬ 
cation. If this kind of decision becomes a routine, the original role of the Commission 
would be altered. In my opinion, the main task of the Commission is to clear nomencla- 
tural problems in existing taxa, not to force taxonomists to create new taxa. A 
nomenclatural treatment of any taxon involved in the decisions should be possible 
without any further taxonomic work.’ 

Original references 

The following are the original references to names placed on Official Lists by the ruling in the 
present Opinion: 

Erigone Audouin, [1826], Description de VEgypte. Histoire Naturelle, vol. 1(4), p. 115 
longipalpis, Erigone, Sundevall, 1830, Kungliga Svenska Vetenskapsakademiens Handlingar, 
1829:212. 



